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General Counsel Office

999 E Straet, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463
Attention Frankie D. Hampton

Re RIUR 6366

Dear Ms. Hampton:

This letter is ia response to the Federal Election Commission's ("Commission”) letters
to Charles and Judy Black, notifying them that the Commission had received a
complaint that indicates they may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
("Act") of 1971, as amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with the
Commission's letter.

| have beer: retained to represeri Charies and Judy Black. After a review of the
complaint, it is clear this matter ss regard the Blacks should be immedistely termimated
without furttier action by the Commission. The Act and the Commission's regulations
require that a complaint meets certain requirements.! The complaint filed by Ryan
Miscall fails to meet theas requiremants. The Commission has no authosity. to mave
forward with an investigation on any matter basad upon a compiaint which fails e meet
the bseic requirements of ita regulatians.

The complaint daes comply with two requirements of the Commission's regulations:
(1) It provides the full name and address of the complainant; and

(2) Itis swom to and signed in the presence of a notary public and is
notarized.?

' 2U.8.C. §437g(a)(1); 11CFR. § 1114
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The complaint fails to comply with other requirements. A complaint must, if not based
upon personel kneateige, bs accompmpied by an ideotification of the souras of
information which gives riss to a cemplairt's balief of the truth of such siatesvont.?
Nons of the statements in the complaint that relete to Charies nr Judy Black 2re hased
upon the complainant’s personal knowledge. If appears Ryan Miskell has no personal’
knowledge of any relevant facts about the Blacks in regard to this matter. The
compiaint does not ideritify any specific source for the information he uses for his
asserhons.

The deficiency is evidenced in even a cursory review of the complaint. The first
reference to my clients appears under the heading "FACTS" in Paragraph 8 which
states: if /s bnievad through pulitic information and knowledgeatse spurces thet Josh
Penry and Bill Millgr coardinated with Charlie and Judy &lack to raise money for the
indepandent expenditurs.” Wha are the knowledgeable sources? Where is the public
information? The complaint has no identification of the source of thig alleged public
infermation or knowledgeable sources. None of the attached documents refers to any
fundraising, communication or campalgn activities of efther Charles or Judy Black with
the Chamber. in fact, there is not a single reference to Charles or Judy Black in any of -
the "supporting docuszentatioers." .

One statement in the aomplalid is seaurathe - Jody Biunk diims work of Browestein Hyait
Fatber Schrenk ("Finn"). The'Fism dees lobby for an affiliated or subsidiary
organization of the U.S. Chamber - the Institute for Legal Reform ("Institute”). Judy
Black does not labby fer this client and was unaware of the Firm's representation prior
to receiving the complaint. The Firm's representation of this Institute is of no relevance
to the Commission's analysis of the complaint. The Firm's lobbyiny representation for
legat reformy has no refationship to the Norfon Campaign or ary of the Chamber's
expenditures in a Colorado primmry election.

Attzched to shis ressnise we aifejavits of Cinrles anal Judy Blmsk, emproasly denying
they rainad money for fmy Chasmiser of Cammetce sxiapnndant axceositums or
electienauring comanttnipaticns. They stated unanuivocally that they have no
knowlédge of any meeting between the Norton campaign or the Chamber to coordinate
any independent expenditurea or electionsering communications.

There is no public information provided to the Commission with the complaint. There
are no names of knowledgeable sources pravided to the Commission. Why are none
provided in the comphiint when the Contmission's rules expressly require them?
Beouuse flreae is no publie information ner knowledgeuble sources to suprort these
groundless assertions. Without any factual basis, the simple assertions of violations of
the Aat by the samplsinant are ineulfiient umder the Conrxinaion's regniatiins for this
mattor i mave forward.

Since the Blacks raised no maney for the Chamber, had no rale in the creation or
placement of any independent expenditure or elactioneering communication by the
Chamber, and were not aware of any communication between the Chamber, its agents,

3 11CF.R.§111.4(d)2).
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the Norton primary campaign or its agents regarding any independent expenditure or
electibneering commmication, this matter thoulkd be closed intnediatity by the
Commission with regurds to my clients.

;i}"./ g A

E. Mark Braden

Enclosures
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION -OF COUNSEL

MUR: 6366
NAME OF COUNSEL: E. Mark Braden
FIRM: Baker & Hostetler, Gounselors.at Law
“Washington Square, Suite 1100
1050 Conoecticut Avenow, N.W.
Washingion, D.C. 20035-5304
TELEPHONE: (202) 861-1504
FAX: (202) 861-1783
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The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is authorized to receive any

notifications and other communications fram the Commission-and to.aet on my behalf before the

Commission.

9-12-lo
Date

RESPONDENT” NAME:
ADDRESS:

PHONE: HOME:
BUSINESS
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Glinrles R. Black

1110 Vetmont Avehuné, N.W.
Suite 1000

Washington, DC 20005

(202]_530-0506
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